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Art Unit: 3689 

DETAILED ACTION 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on April 
12, 2009 has been entered. 

2. This is a Non-Final Office Action in response to communications received April 
12, 2009, wherein: 

Claim 1 has been amended; 

Claims 2, 4, and 5 have been cancelled; and 

Claims 1 and 3 are pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Claims 1 and 3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

In the second paragraph of Claim 1, the term "setting" is vague and indefinite. 
Also, in the third paragraph of Claim 1, the phrase "inputting the set" is vague and 
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indefinite. Does set mean the previously established codes or does it mean the pair of 
codes must be input together? 

The term "character image" is vague and indefinite. As written in the second 
paragraph of Claim 1, it sounds like a character image is the third item on the certificate. 
As written in the sixth paragraph of Claim 1 , it sounds like the character image is an 
image of the certificate, i.e. the character image will show the identification code and the 
secret code. 

The term "secret code" is vague and indefinite. As written in the second 
paragraph of Claim 1 , "a secret code for creating an electronic certificate" sounds like 
programming code, but in the third paragraph, it sounds like another identification code, 
but secret. Or is the secret code a private key? 

The uniqueness of the identification code and/or the certificate is unclear as 
written in Claim 1 . In the second paragraph, the phrase "by using audio visual tag or 
RFID tag for corresponding big-name brand goods" reads as if there is one identification 
code for one similar group of product, for example, all handbags of style xyz of big- 
name designer have the same identification code. In the third paragraph, the phrase 
"transmission of an electronic certificate for the goods" is unclear. Is this saying, for 
example, that all handbags of style xyz of big-name designer now have a certificate? 
Also, in the third paragraph, the phrase "only one electronic certificate can be created 
per goods" sounds like there is a typo in that goods should not be plural. However, if 
this is not a typo, then the uniqueness does not appear consistent. 
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In the third paragraph of Claim 1, the phrase "said one electronic certificate can 
only move after being created" is perplexing. It implies that the certificate can do 
something before being created, but nothing can do anything before being created. 

In the sixth paragraph of Claim 1, as written, the phrase "authenticating... 
without. . . authenticating" is unclear. Is only a visual inspection of the display of the 
certificate necessary to authenticate? 

In Claim 3, the phrase "transmitting results of the certification or authentication" is 
vague and indefinite. It is unclear what the result is. Is it a display of the certificate? 

Examiner notes that [a]n essential purpose of patent examination is to fashion 
claims that are precise, clear, correct, and unambiguous. Only in this way can 
uncertainties of claim scope be removed... In re Zletz,13 USPQ2d 1320 (Fed. Cir. 
1989). 

5. Claim 1 , second paragraph, recites the limitation "the big-name brand's 
identification code." There is insufficient antecedent basis for "identification code" in the 
claim. (A/an/the should correlate with the noun.) 

Claim 1, second paragraph, recites the limitation "audio visual tag" and "RFID 
tag." There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 1, second paragraph, recites the limitation "first purchase." There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 
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Claim 1, third paragraph, recites the limitations "character image" and "manager 
program." There is insufficient antecedent basis for these limitations in the claim. 

6. Examiner notes that if "confirming" is a significant step in the method claim, it 
should be written as such. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

8. As best interpreted in light of 35 USC 112, second paragraph, rejections noted 
above, Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Miettinen 
et al., International Publication Number WO 01/54346 A1 (hereinafter referred to as 
Miettinen) in view of Coppersmith et al. U.S. Patent Number 6,996,543 B1 (hereinafter 
referred to as Coppersmith). 

Regarding Claim 1, Miettinen teaches a method for servicing an electronic certificate 
setting and indicating an identification code (page 4, lines 34-37; base identity, first 
electronic identify); requesting creation and transmission of an electronic certificate 
(page 5, lines 1-5; id response, second electronic identity, second certificate) by 
inputting the identification code (identifier) into an electronic certificate server (identity 
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registration authority; page 9, lines 35-38; Certificate Authority CA server), said 
electronic certificate comprising the identification code, character image (Figure 3; 
Certificate ID), and management program (Figure 2; manages the flow of data); creating 
the electronic certificate after confirming the identification code, when the request for 
genuine quality certification is received (page 5, lines 8-13 and lines 24-27; digitally 
signs); transmitting the electronic certificate through a wire/wireless network (page 5, 
lines 16-21); and displaying the character image of the electronic certificate on a display 
apparatus (Figure 3)... so that possession can be shown and authenticating can be 
achieved even without the step of authenticating the goods (Figure 3; the user name 
shows direct ownership; the Passphrase Hash is for authentication). 

That the electronic certificate will be used for a big-name brand or genuine quality 
verses any product or good does not serve to patentably distinguish the claimed 
invention over the prior art. In other words, a recitation of the intended use of the 
claimed invention must result in a structural difference between the claimed invention 
and the prior art in order to patentably distinguish the claimed invention from the prior 
art. If the prior art structure is capable of performing the intended use, then it meets the 
claim. 

Miettinen does not disclose the use of a secret code along with the identification code. 
However, Coppersmith teaches wherein a secret code may be provided together with 
the identification code, in which the secret code (routing information) is able to be first 
open and known at the first distribution or the first purchase and the secret code being 
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inputted together with the identification code (serial number) for creating the electronic 
certificate (1), otherwise the secret code may be transmitted at the first distribution or 
the first purchase, the electronic certificate (1) comprising the secret code (column 5, 
lines 8-32; column 6, lines 1-14). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of the invention to include more than one piece of information in the 
certificate in order to make authentication more precise. 

Miettinen does not explicitly disclose using an audio or visual tag, or a RFID tag before 
the first distribution or the first purchase and checking it at the first distribution or the first 
purchase. Also, Miettinen does not explicitly disclose being constructed so that only 
one electronic certificate can be created per goods when being created and said one 
electronic certificate can only move after being created. However, Coppersmith 
discloses smart tags created by the manufacturer and then checked after purchase 
(column 3, lines 24-28; column 4, lines 23-39). Also, Coppersmith discloses generating 
a single serial number (column 4, lines 18-20). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify the invention of Miettinen to 
include a tag in order to provide easy access to the certification information. Also, it 
would have been obvious to create only one serial number or certificate per product, 
otherwise multiple identification numbers would defeat the purpose. This is well known, 
for example, the VIN used for automobiles. 
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9. Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Miettinen 
in view of Coppersmith and further in view of Anderson, U.S. Patent Application Number 
2005/0257055 A1 (hereinafter referred to as Anderson). 

Regarding Claim 3, Miettinen further teaches wherein a database for the electronic 
certificate is constructed by the electronic-certificate creation server at the time of 
creation and transmission of the electronic certificate (page 5, lines 31-37; Figure 1; it is 
obvious to store data when created, otherwise it can not be used or transmitted again). 

Miettinen and Coppersmith do not explicitly disclose said method further comprising the 
steps of transmitting results of the certification or authentication as for the electronic 
certificate and/or information when certification or authentication is requested from the 
client through the authentication/management server, and achieving a change in 
ownership of the goods of the big-name brand or genuine quality by moving the 
electronic certificate to the client of a transferee together with transfer of the goods and 
cancelling the electronic certificate from the client of a transferor. However, Anderson 
discloses the ownership record can be recreated at any time by the network from 
internal resources in order to transmit to the device for authentication ([0021]-[0023]; 
Figure 4). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to provide the capabilities to change ownership in order to further guard 
against theft. 
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Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to DEBRA ANTONIENKO whose telephone number is 
(571 )270-3601 . The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Thursday, 
7:30 AM to 4:00 PM, EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Janice Mooneyham can be reached on 571-272-6805. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



DA 



/Tan Dean D. Nguyen/ 
Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3689 



